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The Pope Not Infallible.

The Bishop of Munich's Reply.
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The following tho lotter addressad
Dollinger, Dean of the Chapter of Vienns
the Archhishop of and Freising, in
explanation of his position with respect to
the decree of Papal infallibility: —

Yonr Excellency hias asked me in

Munich

two lnilers

to ‘\-i“ 1N my Jos '_I i with r | la
Roman decrees of July 18, 1570, whielh hay
been published by you.

It hes transpired in the circle of you
Oathedral Chapter that it 13 your intoution t
proceed against me wilh such penal mensnr

a8 are used only ngainst sach prisats as hava
been guilty of gross moral erimes, and even
but soldom apgainst these. This is to oeeur il
I do not, within a certain period, submit my
melf to the two now articles of faith, as to the
npiversal (Allgewall) power and inlallibility
of the Pope.

I lemrn at the same timo that a conneil
meeting of the German bishops is fo ¢
place shortly at Fulda,

In the year 1845, when a meeting of all the
German bishops was held at Wurzburg, the
honor of an invitation was extended to m)
golf, and 1 took part in the proveodings
Your Excellency might perhaps arrange thsal
I might be sllowed in the meeting whioch ia
about to take place, not this time to take part
in the proceedings, but to have an audicuos
for a few Liowurs,

For I am propared to prove baefore thi
meeting the following theses, which are of
deoisive importance for the present situation
of the German Church, as well as for my per-
sonal position: —

First, The new Articles of Faith are basad
upon the texts in the Holy Seriptures, St
Matthew xvi, 15, and St. John xx1, 17, and as
far as infallibility is concerned, npon the toxt
8t. Luke xxii, 52, with which the same, Libli-
oally considered, must stand or fall, Bul we
are bound by a solemn oath, which I mysalf
have twice sworn, to accept and to explain |
the Holy Scriptares not otherwise than ac
cording to the unanimons consent of
fothers. The fathers of the Church have ull,
without exception, explained the texts in
guestion a8 bearing a totally different moenan-
ing to the new dacrees, and especially in the
text 8t, Luke xxii, #2, have found anything
but an infallibility given to the Pope. There-
fore, were I to accept with the decrees this
explanation, withont which every biblical
basis to the same is wanting, I should eom-
mit & perjury. And,as I have said, [ am
preparod to prove this to the bishops in
connoil,

Second. In several episcopal pastorals and
notices which bave lately appeared, the asser-
tion has been wmede, or the historical proof
songht, that the new doctrine now proceeding
from Romo as to the universal power of the
Pope over every single Christian, and as to
the Papal infallibility in (decisions in the
Church on matters of faith from the bagin-
ning, through all time #nd rorever, has buen
generally, or at least nearly generlly, be-
lieved and tanght. I s ready to prove that
thig assertion is based npon an entire miscon-
ception of the traditions of the Church for
the firat thousand years, and upon an entire
distortion of her history. It is in direct con- |
tradiction to the plainest fncts and testimo-
nies.

Third. I amroeady to prove that the bishops
of the Latin countries, Spain, Italy, South
America, France, who formed the immense
majority at Rome, were, with their clergy, |
already led astray by the classhooks from
which they took their ideas during their semi- |
nary education; since tho proofs given in
these books are for the wost part false, in- |
vented, or distorted. I shall prove this, first,
with the fwo principal aund favorite works of
modern theological schools and seminaries,
‘““The Moral Philosopby of B. Alpuonsus
Lignori”’ (and especially aa regards the treatise |
contained therein concerning the Pope), and
with “The Theolocy of the Jesmit Peroni;” ‘
further, with the writings of the Arohbishop
of Cardoniard of Bishop Ghilardi, which wera
distributed in Rome during the Conneil; and,
finally, with *“The Theology of the Vienessa
Theologian Schwetz.”

Fourth. I appeal to the fact, which I am
ready to prove in publie, that two General
Councils and seversl Popes have already de. |
cided in the fifteenth century, by solemn da- I
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crees, fssued by the Coaneils, repeatedly con-
firmed by the 'opes, the question as to the
extent of the FPope's power, and as te his in-
fallibility, and that the deorees of the 158th of
July, 1870, are in the most glaring coatradie-
tion to these resolutions, and, therefore, can- |
not possibly be considered as binding,

Fifith, I believe that I shall be abls to prova |
that the new decrses pro simply insompatible
with the constitntions of the States of Bu-
rope, and espeocially with that of Bavaria; and
that I fiud it iwpossible for me, who am
bound by oath to this eonstitution, which I
bhave lately sworn on my admission to the |
Chamber of the Conncillors of State, to ae.
cept the new deorecs, and, as their necessary
consequence, the Bulls “*Unam and Sanctam”’
and ‘‘Cnm ex Apostolatus Officio,” the Sylla-
bus of Pius IX, with so many other Papal
declarations and laws, which are new to be
nocepted as infallible decisions and are in
irreconcilable antagonism to the laws of the
country. I appesl on this subject to the
opinion given by the legal faculty 1o Muanioh,
and sm ready to abide by the arbitration of
any German legal faculty which youar Exzesl.
leney may be plessed to namae,

#3! only ask two conditions for the confer- !
ence which I bave proposed, or rather prayed
for—the first, that my assertions, togethar
with any counter assertions, shall be recordad,
with a view to their subsegquent publioation
the second, that a man of sclentific oniture,
to be chosen Ly me, shall be allowed to be
present at the conference,

Shonld this be unettainable before the Gor:
man bishops in Fulda, [ venture most re-
spectfully to proffer another request, that it
maey please your Exoellency to form ont of
the members of your Cathedral Chapter a
committes, before which I may plead wmy
eanse in the way above mentioned, Several
of these vemerable gentlemen are dosturs,
and were forinerly professors of theology and
at the same time wy former scholara. I way
hope that it would be more agreeable to thew
o treat with we in quiet argnment, o con-
fute me, if possible, with reasons and faocts,
than to draw up, upon the seat of judgmont,
oriminul sentenes against me, and to submit |
the same to your Excellency to be fulminated,
as the saying is., If your Excellenoy will

consent 10 preside at this copforence, agd ' otber being simply a bishop—aud a Papal | so-called “Sacrificio dell'in

| In the yaar 411, a conference of 2

| decided in favor of

| party let it pass withoul censure,
| new decrees contain the truth, then I L

1 uwd to 0 k. any  arrora |
h I mny have f.-l.‘.ll'!l in thae
pitation and explination of te:ticmonies and ‘

will  coni
i«

Wit

one coudition in consideration of the import-
pnee of the matter, viz,, that the Croverninent
be requested to allow o statesman, learned in
historieal and ecclesiastion] mattera, to attend
the couference, As the case is one of the
highest importance for all governments, is
may be assumed that this request woald not
be refased,

There is no want of precadents in tha past
history of the Church which show that
proposal 18 in aocordunes with the principles
a6 well as with the practico of the Chureb.
Citholio
and 270 Donatist bishops held threo sessions
under the '.‘I:'rinll-‘..\“.' of the in‘ii-“l'l-.’ll officer
of Btate, hlarccllinns, pnd the v‘il.il-'.'_tu:l dao.
trine wus discussed, upon
Lh : bishopas,
the year 1433, Bohewian Caliclines appsared
at the Council of linsel, and o
Lad been jganed eightoon years Lafore by the
synod of Coustance, as to the Communion in
oune kind, wus now subwitied to new dis-
cussion and examiostion, the resalt baing

mey
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| that comprowise (also acknowledged by
the Papal chair) which was a most
important  aud  fundamental  oconcswsion

to the Bolemians, and one ditfering widely
from (lie older decree. A still great similarity
with the teansaction proposed by myself is to
be found in the conferencs, o pelebrated in
Fronoh histery;, botweoon the EHolaeps Bra oo

ron, of Evreux, end the Protastant statesman
and savant, Du Plessis-Mornay, which took
place in the yesr 1600, at Fontaineblean,
under the auapices of King Henry IV,
it was a question as to the proof that Mornay
had falsitied or incorrectly gquoted a consid.
erable number of authorities in his book
upon the ucharist, Henry himself presided,
nnud the most eminent mon of both Chuarches
were present a8 witnesses, The conlorence

| was interroptad after a few days, and after a

number of Mornay’s gnotations had been ex-
amined, by the illness of lattar, bnut
cansed, nevertheless, a remarkably favorable
eflect for the Catholic causo jun the execited
minds of that period,

Most venerable Arehbishop, I loave en.
tirely to your own judgment which form youn
will give to a conference 80 mnch desired Ly

the

| myself, and certainly so welcome to mnlti- |
| tudes of German Catholios, and what persons

vou will invite to attend or oppose t9 me; in
your diocese there is certainly no want of
professicnnd theologians who will ba glad to
acoept your invitation. The practico of the
CUhnreh proves that a gnestion of faith is

| just as wneh an affair of the laity as of the

clergy, snd that the former may take part in
the scientifie examination and establishment
of the tradition—a fact which both Popos
and theologinus have acknowledged. And in
this case, which is a matier for historioal
proof, I am gladly ready to submitl to the
verdict of the most ewinent historiang of the
Germoan nation and the Catholic faith.
Such men as Iicker, Reumont, Ilofler, Ar-
peth, Kampschulle, Corneling, Lorenz, We-
gele, Asclibuch, may judgs whetlor my
proofs be critically and historically right or
not,

Your Excellency was plenscd formerly to
honor my book on the *‘Iivst Apes of the
Church Apostolical” with your appeoval, and
it was generally considered mmong CGerman
Catholies to be a true pictare of the time of
foundelion, Even the Jesnitic-Ultramontans

T

Dat if the
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ava
laid mysell open to the reprosch of having
entirely misrepresented the history of the
Apostles, That entire section of my boiok
which concerns the constitntion of the sariier
Chureh, wiy description of the relalion in
which Panl and the other ,'\th"iE.]::'\ stogod to
Peter—all is fundamentally and 1
ought to condemn my own book, and eanle
that I bave neither understood Liuke's aply of
the Apostles nor their own Epistles,

T'he new dootrine of the Vatican invasts
the Pope with éntire plenary power (fofan
plenitudinemn pulestatis) over Lthe whole
Chuyeb, as well as over every single layman,
priest, or bishop; a power which s
sent at the same time the
and again the speciloally Papal power—
which 18 to include in itsell averyilin 2 00D
cerning faith, morals, doty, disciplice, which
shatl reach every one from the monareh to
the dey laborer and can puaish,com aand, and
forbid him, ‘The wording is uo cwefally
arranged that no other position and u-.l.‘.a-.;,ns.
rematns for the bishops than thet of Pupul
ouniuissaries or legutes,
nEy, 88 CVCRY UlO RC luul'.a.L.] witihh Chureh
bistory wnd with the Fatbers will i,
tha z'luim'l pREY of the « -u'l;- Church is CakeL-
tially dinsolved an 1 aa spostoligal igstitation
to whieh, gsecording to the jadgmeunt of thas
fathers, the highest fmportance and autho.
vity in the Choreh is due, 1s sabtilized toa
bodiless sbhadow,

For no one will think it possible that there
ghould exist two bishops in ths sawe diocess,
one of whom is sl the same tims Pope, the

wioug,

ia Lo repre-
tf"')' epiatop 1|

de Aod iu this wman-

eonfy

THE DAILY EVENING

vhiels the latter |
' Ia |

lzores whioch |

Ifara |

TELEGRAPH—PHILADELPHIA, THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1871.

_—

vicar or diooesan coramissary is not a bishop,
i# no of the apostles; he may,
through tho powers conceded to him from

MicOassOr

gerions difficulties in opposition to the procla-
metion of the doetrine of infallibility.” They
hoy thomeselyves satd, afraid even to
fienlties, and prayed tha Pope
fo reliove them {rom the necessity of snch a
discussion ¢., to relinguish hisiufallibility,
Lint when the Pope insisted that the Councll
should ocoupy itself therewith, the German
bisbope dewnoded on the 11th of March ex-
hanstive mces on the question of in-
fullibility, to bLa oonduncted by deputalions
chonen both These were not
granted, they had to content thewmselves
| with speeclies in the Anla, where auy regular
| discossion was an impossibilily.
| As to the indispensability and nrgant need
of enth conferences I wonld only guote hevo
instence, A oconsiderable namber of
[talian bLishops demanded in a since-printed
nddress that Papal infallibility should be
| raized to a dogmn of faith, becanse two men,
both Italiana sud both the pride of their
ration—Thomses Aquivas aend Alphonsng
| Lignori, thosa shining lights of the Church—
| has thus tanght. Now, it was well known
and proved by me, as well as by Geatry, that
Thomas had boen deceived by a long series of
invented testitnonies, as, indead, he bases his
teaching in this instance alinost exelusively
upon such falsifications and never npon

gennire paseagos of the Mathers or Uonneila,
| Al e b Edguosty e slnglo glauco ot s

writings i dent to oonrvince
any practised theclogian that his  deal-
ings with felsifled passages are still worse
than those of Thomas, My exposure of the
fraund to which the latter had sucenmbed had
l created proat semsation in Rome. "U'he anthor
} of a pnmphlet published thers, nud directed
pgainst myself, soys thet a great ery had baen
| raised on the subject round about him, Tt
| onght, therefore, to hava heen indispensably
necessary fo examine closely into the matter,
It is true that such an examination, carefully
| and thoroughly begnn, wounld have lad very
far; it would have resulted in the proof that
the theory of Papal infallibility Lad been in-
troduced into the Church solely by a saries of
calenlaled inventions and falsifisations, and
| had then been spreed and maiutrined by
forea, by the suppression of other teaching
and by the many means and artifices which
| are et the disposal of the ruling power,
{ All exertiops, representations, and peti-
tivue, then, wera fruitless; nothing was con-
| ceded, and ysot tho exawple of the so-often
gquoted Council of Florence was bafore their
| eyes, when the assertion of the Greeks, that
| falsified passages of the Fathers waore laid ba-

were, Ad 1

discnss t! i

confor
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Ili'n‘|

one

s

| fore thein, led to examinations and discns-
sions lasting many months and ecarried
on with thea pgroatest  cave, It is
| assnredly known to your Excellenoy that the

most eareful aud ripe covsideration of

tradi-
tion hna invariably been required of any true
(Eenmenigal Couneil al

bout to issne dogmatio
resolations, How

great the contrast 1o this
respect betwesn Trent and that which oco-

curred in Rome in 1470! Ceartainly the treatise

1 & re that

fnote. I shadl count it as a great honor, and | ome, be very mighty so long n4 hia ]'-:muij-.al
the cange of trth oan only prafit theraby allows him to rule; just 1o (he ssme way a8 A
And wh you pluce bhufore 1we the prospuact dJoauit or me n_'H ‘..n'._at friar to -"'_\m the Popa
of the esorcise of your past ,3|'},., . T mas buns grontedd » 1 AN -In.' privile .,||u,t;..;.
still bope that you will prefer to employ in \ seeses great power; and I well know that such
the firet place L i Lo fnest, most | an extension of their powers has been held |
noble, 1 t bione laxt, and mont Olrist ¢ in prospect to the bikhoy in Rowme; thal
attiibiite In thig power—naniely, the tenolis t'.._-.'in-_,' | p told, **T'he wmore leresisgtible
[ o, bonld 11 convineed Ly testimo. | the P the sti or ahiall ye bha, far the rays
pials pud fio'e, T oogege wiys If to revok of e nbmnidanes of his i"""‘"“"“ fall alzo
publicly all that [ Lave written in this matter | ¥ ke bishops of the minority have
and o conlinte m i In 1y t I 1 rated il lusion of tliesc promis
ITCE I ] it ' wll ! i { tly i '|'.-|'_','-.--_:|
i Ll ) | i it ] ] 1 wo a9 the oni-
aloni ho - ! . t versal o ’ ¢ of the Yope shisuld be
leray. hundred i th of 1§ | vetablivhied they night indeed continne to be
ik i 1 it 4ib ) rioe of the Charch, but no longer
ot th ‘ { 5 h true ]! youraalf, venarable sir,
1 p to this day it nosingle one, 1 0 rt in leputation which made such
those wl have slgned a declartio i i t esentalions to the Pop«
missl i ntd i thint ho 1 Wiy 03 I £ 1,', L5 —=reprogenlation
of 1 trath of thoso {hesos ALl my | o ! on neilolet ny songht
frio i ¥ unittita mfirm in th A [l 1Ty ratl | We 10W that
experis it n sl s porson b 55 10 I o were fraitloss The
H'. | I Lear day Y lav {1t Ll '.l cor ¥ n yon Lo o 1 ) monr:
A ocom 1 as Il 1, aud | the | of thelr ecclesiustioal dignity
the publicatio tha pro Cowill o | wes eenfined Lo the declarstion in the decros
RILY (ase i ird taat l", j‘ sr I I:".-‘l “'J:p_f_l ) AL L LT _r[ '!l l\l'iu'\'_‘l J:I '.'.l. { I‘. TNALY
many loog o ol .0 & potestas opdinavia subddegela, as
i .'-:n.-i-.x- your Exccllency will refar me to | the Nomish canonists are accustomed to ex-
the Pastoral issued rocently by yoursslf, a3 a | press it), and that the Pope considers it to bo
gource from1 which I«oan draw suflicient io his duty to support them, this being vonohed
struotion avd correction of my opinions; but by n mutilated saying i Gregory the Great,
I muust confess thet it bes had exactly the | by a pessags which, if it, with others, had
opposite effeqt upon ma, and I am ready Lo | been gnoted In its snlirety, ““.'..1['! indacd
prove that thereis there a long lish of misun- | have p 1 to the world that this Pope of
derstood, distorted, mutilated, and invented | the seventh century put away from hiwmsaelf
testimonies, which, taken together with the | with the deepest horror such a aniversal Epis
guppression of the most important facts and | copne; now begn establisbed, consider.
counterproofs, form a most unreal pictnre of | iog it & blasphemons usurpation,
the true tradition, It is cortain that the per Nor bns there been any lack of prayer
son to whom your Excellonoy intruated this | repr . ne, aud warnings befors and
| taek did not invent theso falgifieations, | during the Connell. You yoneself, vonerabls
bnt har borrowed them in good faith | sir, took | in the sawe by your slgnatur
| from others (Curdoni, for instanes), but | 'Whe bishaps the minority have declared in
wera it his desire to defend his work at the | an address to the Pope, on the 12(4 of Janu.
| proposed conference, he would find me ready | ary, sigued by vonrsell, that ““the declarations
to prove my assertion in a few hours, or, | and acts of the Fathors of the Church, the
ghould I nut snceeed in doing go, to make | trne doct ts of hizstory, the Catholic educa-
publio apology to him, I would only ask for | tional itself, presented the most

our power, and to fhs

| believed end what is not,

| of Archbishop Cardoni, which was accepled |

at once by the preparatory committes, and
which was to bo considered by the assembled
bishops as & proof, could not have sapported
examination for on 2lo honr,

In the whole bistory of the Church I only
know of one General Couneil in which, as iu
thia last, those in power prevented any
thorongh diseussion of the tradition, and this
was the Second of Eplhesus, in the year 440;
these, in the lled Bynod of Thieves
(Raubersynode), this was dous by force and
by tumultuouns tyrauny, In the Vatican
Conncil the order of proceeding imposed on
the assembly, tho Papal Comwmittee, and the
will of the wajority, suffeved no regular aed
eritical examination to be made, Suech an

14 assuredly haye bronght to

'}

=000

examination would
light many awkward and uoplessant motters,
but it would have preserved the Church from
| a state of confnsion which must sppear pitis-

ble to yoursell. If you notwithstandiog
asgert that the Vatican assembly was
entively frea, you ituke the word *‘free” in
a sense which theclogieal eireles do not

geuerally attach to it. A council is ouly then

theologically free when free examination and
| discussion of all objections and diffoultisa

has taken place, when exceptions have been

admitted and examined in accordance with the
| Yules for ascerteining the tradition. Tuat not

even the most modest beginning was made
| in this direotion—that, indeed, ths immense
majority of the bishops from Latin conntries
wanted either the will or the power to distin.
guish trath from falsehood, right from wrong,
is proved by the pamphlets whieh app=ared
in Italy sund were distributed in Roime—for
instanee, those of the Dominiosn Bishop of
Mondorl, Ghilardi: and further, by the faoct
that hundreds of thess Li hops could withoat
blushing reat their case npun the vossssilable
onthority of Alphonsns Lignori,

It is well kuown that the Jesuits, when they
had concelved the plan of establishing Papul
absolatism in Church and Btate, in education
| sud sdministration, as & doigmu. inveuted the

ellotto,” snd as-

| dictation

eured thelr pdberenta and disciples-—yes, even
persunded many, and among them many
Lishops—that the most beantifol act of adora-
tion of the Almighty and the most nobls
Christian heroism oconasist in this—that man,
renonncing his own spiritaal light of salf.
gained nnderstanding and disoarninant, ghould
throw himself with blind fsith into the nrims of
our unerring Papal magistracy, as the sole sure
sonree of religions knowledge, And this re-
ligious ordoer has indeéed bad grest .snocess 1o
rpising in the eyes of numbers intellactnal
indalenece {o the dignily of a religions saori-
fice fall of wmerit, nnd has even moved men,

whose oultare would bave eaabled them to
enter upon A historical oxaminstion, to
ibnndon the same., lint &8 far as we may
jndge from their pestorals the Germar
i '.-.jl"lT« have not _“c‘-'- doacendad to this paint
of delusion, They still concedo Lo himan

koowledge,to buman search and examination,
a right to exist and a sphare of astivity.
[hey themselves appeal to history, as doss
tha pastoral which has
Lnikie,

In n pastoral lotle
grent to me B '..’i‘:'l"". r von
"'-T:i 2ny9, on ! _ 1) Lhis _b"'-:l 1 &)
new rovelntions? Can be oréeate new article
faithy ( m.'f-,:'il)i_'-.‘ not, e ecan onlyds

n dootr alned in the Holy

: “J-.-;"f-’.'-'. I

af
1 ne 4=

iptures and in tradition
¢aled by God, and must be
do not donbt that your
olicr Geruan bishopa are ¥
WOoTan, Iiut the -i".i_'ﬂ{i'_ul i, then, in
ropont P.Jf!f:l‘-’l}’.‘ state of the l";-u‘r-'g
ply n historical one, which is to be treated
and decided upon nocording to the means in
rules which ara appli-
cable to every historio search, to every dis-
covery of past fnots—that is to say, of gnch as

i'3|: T 3
all,

1 all

believed of

L

sllenoy an

{(rr el LA
K000 Wil

lieove

belong to hislory. Theére nre in this cass no
spiecial or eseret sources of which tha Popes
aloue bave the l'ii-‘.'! 0Or DOSEr 1o as | thawm-

salves, Both Popeand bishops maustin thisoase
necessarily, if 1 may nse the expregsion, place
themselves under the ¢ommon law—i, e,, if
their resolutions are to endure they must
adoplithat course; most initiate that oxami-
nation of witnesses with the reqnisite gifting
and critionl proof of evidence which nlone,
in the judpment of all men of capacity in
higtorical ruatters, is abla to give ns trath
and certainty, There were, therefore, and
remain yet, two guestiona to be pnswered in
accordapce with this course. Firstly, is it
the truth that the three sayings of Christ
respecting Peler were understood from the
beginning throngh all centuries in ths whole
Church in the sense which ia now given to
them—mnamely, that of an infallibility and
bonndless npiversal power granted thereby to
the Popes? Becondly, is it trne that the
ecclesistical tradition of all men in the writ-

| ings of the fethers mud the facks of history

prove the general acknowledguient of this
double right of the Pope ?
If these gquestions must be angwered in the

negMive it is not permissible to appeal, as |

Bishop von Kubel and others do, to the assisl-
anco of the Holy Ghost, as promised to thoe
Pope, and to the obadiencs of faith due on
this acgount to him; for what we are to ex.
amine juto historically is just whether this
assistance has been promised to him. And
where has this been done? Not in the Coun-
cil, for there, as Cardoni’s principal treatise
proves, even falsifications were not shunned,
and an entirely unreal picture of tradition has
been given and a suppression ol the most
siriking facts and counter Lestimonies, Andit
is precigely this which I am ready to prave,

And here I beg your Ezcallency to considar
LAt the Qoetrine whilc wo are mew to adoept
forms by its own nature, and by the deola.
ration of the Pope himself, by the confession
of all infallibilists, & fundamental articls of
faith—that it is_a question of the regnea fidel,
of the rule which must decide what is to be
In future every
Cathelic Christion counld only answer the
grery why he believes this or that as follows;
“I believe or deny it because the infallible
Pope bas commanded me to bslisve or to
depy it.” Nor can this first priaciple of
faith, as the Holy Seriptures necessarily
should most clearly show, ever have busn
doubtful in the Church—it mnst at every date
and among every people bave governed the
whole Church like a brightly shining star—
wust have been placed in the front of all in-
glruction; and we all wait for an explanation
how itis to be cleared up that only after
1520 years the Church bas started the idea of
meking sn article of faith of a doctrine
which the Pope ealls, in a letter addressed to
your Excollenoy on the 258th of Oectober,
“ipsum fundamentale principium Catholiciw
fidei ro doctrinw.” How can it have been
possible that the Popes should have, daring
centuries past, exempted whole oouatries,
whole schools of theology, from beliefl in this
“fondamental article of faith?” Aud, may I
add, bow is it that your Excellency yourself
strove 80 long aud 6o persistently against tho
evonciation of this dogwma? Bacause it was
not opportune, yon ssy. Dot can it ever Lava
been ‘‘1nopportune’’ to give to bellevars tle
key of the whole temples of faith, to annonucs
to them Lhe fandamental article on which sll
the rest depend? Weo stand all of na giddy
befure & chasm which opened before us on
the 15th of July iast,

Ile who wishes to measure the immansa
rapge of these resolutions may be nrgently
recommended teo compare thoroughly ths
third chapter of the desrees in Conueil with
the fourth, and to realize for himself what &
systom of universel government and spiritnal
standa bhore before us. It is the
plenary power over the whole Church as over

| ench weparste member, such as the Popos

] Against

bave claiued for themselves sincs Grogory
V11, such a8 is pronounced in the nuameroos
bulls since the bull “*Unam sanctam,” which
is frow henceforth to be believed and acknow-
ledged in his ljfe by every Catholio., If Lias

ower is benn@less, incalenlable, it can, s
}m.uoout IlI eaid, strike st sin everywhare;
can punish every man, allows of no appeal, is
sovereign and arbitrary, for, according to
Bonifacius VIIL the Pope “‘earries all rights
in the shrine of his bosom." As he hus
now become infallible he can in one moment,
with one little word *‘orbi” (that is, that he
addresses himself to the whole Church), make
every thesis, every doecirine, every demuud an
nnerring and irrefragible article of faith.
Lima there cao be maintzined no

| ¥ight, no personal or corporate freedom; or,

as the canonists say, the tribunal of Gol and
that of the Pope are one snd the sama, This
system bears its Homish erigin en its fore-
head, and will never be able to penetrate in
Germanic countries. As a Christian, aa »
theologian, a8 & historien, as a oitizen, I
cannot accept this doctrine., Noi as & Ghris-
tian; for it i irreconcilable with the spirii of
the Gospel and with the plain words of
Ohrist and of the Apostles; it purposes just
that establishment of the kingdom of this
world which Ohrist rejected; it olaims that
rule over all communions which Peter forbids
tosll and to himself. Not as a theologian;
for the whale tradition of the Church 18 iu
iireconcilable opposition to it. Nob as a his.
torian can I mo:s:.it: for assuch I know that
the persistent & vor to realize this theory
of a kingdom of the world has cost Europe

appeared uader your |

rivers of blood, bae confounded snd degraded
whole coontries, bhas shaken the beantifnl

| organio architecture of the elder Church, and

has bogotten, fed, and sustained the worat
abnaey in the Chareh,

Fioally, ns a oitizen, T muat put it away
from me, beeanse by the elaims on tha snh.
mission of States and monarchs, and of the
whole political crder under the Papal power,

| and by the exceptional position whioh it
claima for the olergy, it lays the foundation
of endless, minons dispute batlween State and
Chureb, between clergy and laity, For I
cantiol conceal from myself that this doo-
trine, the results of which were the rain of
the old German kingdom, wounld, il govern-
ing the Catholio part of the German nation,
at once lay the sead of ineurable decay in the
naw kingdotu which has just besn built ap,
Accept. ete., L. vox DoLuisann,
[ Muuich, Maroh 28, 1871,

| Postoral Letter of the Archbishop of Mn.
nich toa His Arehdincese in Answer to
De. Mollinger's Declaration
Iainllibility of the Pope
Placed Withont
Tl

v, Dolllnger
ihe Pale of the Chhurch,
elter has been addressad by
tbe Archbishop of A

|‘.1|("|
i 1-;.:.-.:.1"1. |-_'. tho gra¢

following ]

el to the priesla and
of } j_L diocves
graos of God snd the
lioly Apostolic Fee, Archibishop of Manioh,
Prelato of the Hounsshold and Councillor to
His Holiness, oto, to tho vessmable clergy
snd archidiocess, salvalion and blessing in the
Lord: —

Dr, von Dallinge

r, Dean of the Chapter
and Profesgsor of

Iheology, addresged to us,
on Mareh 20, n declaration staling his posi-
tion to the (Fenmenionl Conneil and its reso-

| lutions, which he, at the same time, handed
to tha Angsburg Allgemeine Zeltuny for pab.
liention., It was pecordingly published in the

| extia supplement of said paper of Mareh 31,

This open declaration compels us, the vener:

able clergy and the faitbful of our arch-

diogese, to publicly and emphatically draw
attention to the principal errors contained in
this deplorable doonwment and to place its

[ unthor without the pala ¢f the Roman
Catholic Chnreh, in case he should persist

\ in those heresies, The sulhor demands,
First, That Le sbould be permitted to

prove in an assembly of bishops and thsolo-

gists that the decrees of faith of the fourth
sitting of the (Eewmwenical Conncil were
neither contained in the IHoly Scriptures, as
understood by the fathers of the Church, nor
intke wrilings handed down mecording to
their trne history; that the latler have, in
fact, been falsified by forged or mutilatod
documents, and that these same docaments
are in flagrant contradiction with the more
ancient ecclesiastionl decision, But the anthor
has ovorlooked that there is no question be-
| fore us which iz vet to be decided, and
| therefore carefully to be examined. The

question bas aslrondy boen decided. A
| General Council, legally convened, volun-
tarily assembled and directed by the Head of
the Chureh, has, after careful examination,
explained, formulated, and defined this arti-
ole of faith, Every Catholic Christian knows
at present what the Church preseribes to Le-
lieve, The Chnroh which Jesus Christ has
promised to the end of the world cannot bid
ns believe anything else than the revelation
of God Himself. Whoever, therefore, op-
poses the declaration of the Chureh opposes
tod. “‘He who will not hear the Church let
him be unto thes asa heathen and a pabli-

can.”"—Matthew xviii, 17,

Becond, The author asserts that a purely

historical question was here only in the case,
| which eouuld solely be resolved by the smme

| means and rules as apply to the research of
| any other historical fact. By this means the
Cburch is placed uuder historioa: examina-
tion. The decisions of the Church are sub-
witted to the judgment of the last historical
writer,her divinely ordained office to instruct
is set aside and all the Catholio truths placed
nuder controversy. Let science take up the
CUatholie teachings of faith and examine them
by all buman means, and they will stand proof
egninst all contradiction. Let the solenoas of
infidelity revolt against Giod and His revela-
tion, against the Church and her decrees of
faith, it will never be able to shake the rock
upon which the Lortl has built Hia Chuareh,

Third, The author declares that the de-
cerees of July 15, 1870, are in contradiction
with tbe Constitutions of European States,
but partieularly with that of Bavaria; that
this erticle of belief has wrought the ruin of
the old German Empire, and would, if pre-
vailing with the Roman Catholic portion of
the German nation, plant the germs of a
lingering and inourable malady into the Con-
stitution of the new German Kmpire. Against
this entirely erroncous theory and hateful
accusation we protest with a loud voice aud
declare it an unfounded charge against the
Catholiec Church, her Head, her Bishops, and
all ber members, who will never ceass ‘‘to
render unto Cmenr the things that are Cusar's,
and unto God the things that are God's."

Dearest membeors of the diocese, the views
and judgments alleged in this docnment, of
which we have only poiuted ont to you the
| most notable ones, have since the convooa-
| tion of the (Eenmenical Couneil been eireu-

lated in many books and newspapers; it must

be confesced with sorrow that this document
1 bes given the highest probability to the long-
entertained sad supposition that the anthor of

Lhis declaration is the spirilual head of the

whole movement agaiust the (Eoumenigal

Council which has caused so muoch confusion

in the minds and copsclences of Christians,
| The equally numerous writings disproving

this heresy found, slas! no ear with those eir-
| vles bostile to the Church. Now, howaver,
| the open opposition of a man, who bas hith-
| erto deservedly filled high positious in the
| Churel and State, has given the matter the
aspeot of a formal revolt against the Catholic
Chureh,

Dear brethren, we are well consoiona of
our duties as chisf pastor of the diocese, and
have, therefore, not delayed in addreasing to
you these grave and warning pastoral words,
pud in taking the now necessary measures,
The further steps which we shall be obliged
to take will bein mno less degree governsd
by a single view of the dangers threatening
teo Chureb in Gormany aud love for the
erring brother, “We shall not break the
bruised reed or quench the smokiog
flax."—Matthew xii, 20, We  shall,
however, know how to protect onr
dear flock from error aod tewptation,
To the venerable priests of our archdiooese
we oxclaim, with FPapl, *'Oh, Timothy, kesp
that which is commilted to thy trost, nyvoiding
profane sud vein babblings and oppositions
of sclence felsely so called,"—Timothy xvili,
20, 21, DPruy, however, my dearcst brethren,
for the salvation of the author, jeopardized
by that nnfortuuate declaration; pray for the
boly Obhurcli, particulsrly in our dear Gerwan
snd Bavarion Futberland; pray for yoar sor.
rowful pastor, who blesses you in the name of
the Father, the Hon, and the Holy Ghost,
Amen.

The present pastoral letter is to be com.
munpicated from the pulpit socording to the
wants of the faithful, tGusconivs,

Munioch.

Awhbhlum of
Muniech, Easter SBanday of year 1871,

Azninst the |

|

—
OITY ORDINANOES,

»EROLUTION

V' To Lay Water-pipe ou Celeste, Amella,
and other streots,

Resolved, By tho Select and Common Couns
eils of the Clty of Philadelphia, That the Chief
Engincer of the Water Depariment be and Ia
hereby aunthorized o lay water-plpe on the
fullowing streots: —

Celeste and Amella streets, from Beveath to
Eighth streot,

Bizth street, from MifMin 0 McKean
slreet.
B Beventh etreet, from Moore 1o McKean
gireet.

And Mifftin, Amelin, Hoffman, and Dudley
streots, from Bixth to Seveunth sirect, in the
Elirst ward.

June streey, from Seventh to Elghth street, In
the Fourth ward,

Terrace etroet,
sirect,

Grape strect, from Wood to Belair street.” 19

Flewing nnd  DBelalr  elreets, from Grape
to Cotton street, in the Twenty-first ward.

Unlon gtreet, from Haverford avenua to Aspen
gtreet. ’

Arpen and Atlantle streeis, from Tuirty-ifth
to Thirty-sixth sireet, In the Tweunty-fourth
ward.,

Chadwick and Seventeanth st cels,
to Dickerson
Bancroft to &
sixih ward.

Carl glreel, from
eguebanpa nvenue.
slreet, from

from Grape to Mechanie

from Reed
atreet; and Dickerfson sireet, from
eveuteenth street, In the Twenty-

Monument

cmetery Lo
Broad

Vestmorelasd
the Twenty-eighth

[ §

Norris Carlisle
aireet.

(™ DBroad
street to Tioga
ward,

And

Lo

streot,
elrect,

from
in

Harvard etreet, betwoeen Oxford

and Jeflerson elrcets, in the Twenly-nioth
ward,
HENRY HUHN,
President of Comunon Council.
Atltest—

Ronent Bernnry,
Assistant Clerk of Select Connell,
BAMUEL W. CATTELL,
Prosident of 8Belect Councll.
Approved this twenty-fifth day of April, Anno
Dominl one thonsand eight hundred and seven-
ty-one (A. D, 1871).

DANIEL M. FOX
4271t Mayor of I"hihu]clptﬁ&

A.\' ORDINANCE

To Make an Appropriation to Pay
a Bill for Advertising in 1570,

Section 1. The Select and Common Connsils
of the City of Philladelphla do ordalu, That the
gsum of three hundred and twelve dollars and
sixty cents be and the same I8 hereby appro-
printed out of item 5 of the appropriation to
the Clerks of Counclls for 1871, approved
December 31, 1870, to pay a bill for adver-
tising ordinnuces, ete., in *“The Press” in the

year 1870,
HENRY IIUHN,
President of Common Counell,
Atlest—
Bernsasmiy H. Haiwes,
Clork of Select Conncil.
SAMUEL W. CATTELL,
President of Beléct Council
Approved this twenty-ifth day of April,
Anno Dominl one thousand elght hundred and
geventy-one (A. D. 1871).
DANIEL M. FOX
4271 3 Mayor of l'nll;xdalphla.

ESOLUTION
QI Inetruction to the City Solleltor.
Resolved, By the Select and Common Councils
of the City of Philadelphia, That the City
Bollcitor be and he is hereby authorized aud
instructed to take all necessary proceedings to
stop tho erection of tc!cgrash oles on Flftcenth
street, between Chesnut and Market streets, or
other gtreets; and also to canse the lmmedlm
removal of all those lately erected on that part
of Fitteenth sireot, y
HENRY HUIIN,

President of Common Counell.

Attest—
RopenT BrraeLn,
Assislant Clerk of Select Counell.
SAMUEL W. CATTELL,
President of 8elect Counecil.
Approved this twenty-fifth day of Aprll,
Anno Dominl one thonsand elght hundred and
seventy-one (A, D, 1871).
DANIEL M, FOX,
4271t Mayor of Philadelphia,

LECQAL NOTICES.

N THE ORPHANS'COURT FOR THE QITY

AND COUNTY OF PHILADELPHIA,

Exstute of CHRISTINE BIDDLE, deceased,

The Auditor appointed by the Court to andit, settle,
and adjust the account of CLYUMENT BIDDLE,
THOMAS A. DIDDLE, and ALEZXANDER BID=
DLE, trustess of a sum of $68,000, 8ot aside nonder
the provisions of the will and codicils of OHRIS-
TINE BIDDLE, deceased, and to report distribus
tion of the balance in the hands of the aocount-
ants, will meet the parties interested for the pure
ose of his appointment, on WEDNESDAY, z
, 1871, at 12 o'clock AL, at his Ofce, No, 181
FiFTI Street, in the cuior Philadelnhia,

GEORGE M, CUNAKROE,

4 20thstnbt Auditor,
]:q THE COURT OF COMMONN PLEAS FOR
Im’la'lu-; CITY AND COUNTY OF I'HILADEL.

In Divorce, December Term, 1540, No, 35,
ARTHUR H. \'.'Uul:\\'&_lill)t:r, MELISSA T. WOO0D.

To Mellgsa T, Wondward, the above.named re.
spondent ;—Please take notice that 4 ra'e haa been
entered in the above case, returnable SATURDAY,
May o6th, A. D, 1871, at 'll o'¢iock A, M, to show
cause why & diverce a vinoulo matrimonii should not
be granted, Personal pervice laving falled on ac-
conut of your abkcnce,

! JOHN O, BULLITT,
No. 82 8 THIRD Street, P.iiadelphla,

4 20 thmiw Attorney fur Libellant,
N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEASTOR THE

CITY AND COUNTY OF PHILADELPHIA,

Dee., Term, 1568, No, 3. .In Divoree,
MARGARET 5. GRIEFENSTEIN vs, EOMUND
GRIEPENSTEIN,

To Edmund Griefensteln, Respondent:—

Plegse tnke potice that the Court has granted a
ruie on you to show canse why a divoros a vincalo
matrimoull should not be degreed in the above oase,
Retorpuble oo SATURDAY, May ¢, A. D, 1871, at 11
o'clock A. M, Personal service haviog falled on
actount of your absence,

JUHN O BULLITT.
No 82 Scuth THIRD Street, Phlladeiphin,
é 202 Attorney for Libellant
N THE COURT OF COMMON PFLEAS FOR THER
CITY AND COUNTY OF FHILADSUPHIA,
March Termn, 15Tl No. 14. In Divoree,
WILLIAM HENRY ﬂ‘sﬁ;é] ve, JOSEFHINE JANE
ST s

To JOSEPHINE JANE STERL, Respondent:—
I'lease take notice that testimony will be taken in
above cntliled canse on behalf of the itheliant on
THUESDAY, May 11, 1871, at 33 o'clock P. M., at
my ofce, No. 688 WALNUT Street, Philadelphia,
Pa,, before F. CARROLL BREWSTRER, Jr.. .
the exasmipner appoluted by the Conrt th utemd
Fepors the saie, ENRY U, TERRY,

418100 Attorpey for Libellant,
]_phTA'rt: OF JOHN ROMMEL, DECEASED,

+=—All persons indebtoed to thils estats will make
payment aud those having olalms against the same
will pregept them withont delay to the und
to whow
Brauted,

Latiers Testamentary have Leen daly
JOJIN ROMMEL, Jn.,)

J. M, ROMMEL, » Executors,
W, J. MANN,

Philadelpiin, March $5, 1871, 3 23thet*
___ CROOCERIES,ETO.
l UONDON BROWN BTOUT AKD

-

BCOTCH ALE,

In giasy ard slone, by the cask or do3en.
LLBERT O. BROBKRTS,
Uealer in Fiac terooerion,

Mutuet ELEVENTH ava VINE S

C—AB ACAS COCHOCOLA®YE,

Imported and for sale by
DALLETT &
“im No. 138 5 PHONT Sueet.
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